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I. — Tiil  Rev.  G.  W.  Bridgls,  and  his  Si.avl  Kitty  Hilton. 

Mlcii  has  been  said  of  late  respecting  this  gentleman,  both  in  Ja- 
maica and  in  England,  to  which  we  should  hardly  have  deemed  it 
necessary  to  advert,  but  for  the  light  which  the  circumstances  of  the 
case  are  calculated  to  throw  on  the  extraordinary  state  of  manners  and 
morals  existing  in  this  Island,  and  which  may  be  regarded  as  the  ge- 
nuine result  of  that  system  of  slavery  which  tends  to  corrupt  the  prin- 
ciples and  pervert  the  feelings  of  the  community  of  masters  far  more 
than  those  of  the  slaves.  We  give  the  facts  as  they  appear  in  the  news- 
papers of  Jamaica. 

On  the  6th  of  July  1 820,  Mr.  Pi  ingle,  the  Secretary  of  theAnti-Slavery 
Society,  addressed  the  following  letter  to  Sir  George  Murray,  the  Colo- 
nial Secretary  of  State. 

''Sir, — I  am  desired  by  the  Committee  of  the  Anti-Slavery  Society  to  convey 
to  you  the  enclosed  extract  from  a  letter,  which  has  recently  been  received  from 
Jamaica,  and  which  contains  statements  that  seem  to  call  for  inquiry.  The 
Committee  do  not  vouch  for  the  truth  of  these  statements,  but  they  know  their 
informant  to  be  respectable.  They  desire  me  to  transmit,  along  with  the  ex- 
tract, two  Jamaica  Newspapers,  which  seem  guardedly  to  allude  to  the  same 
transaction  which  is  detailed  in  the  extract." 

The  extiact  was  as  follows,  being  taken  from  a  letter  dated  in  Ja- 
maica, on  the  19th  Mav  1829,  and  received  in  London  on  the  2nd 
July  1829. 

"  The  Rev.  Mr.  Bridges  has  been  brought  before  a  Special  Court,*  in  St. 
Ann's,  for  maltreating  a  quadroon  female  slave  in  a  most  brutal  manner,  and 


*  What  the  writer  of  this  letter  erroneously  calls  a  Court,  it  clearly  appears 
from  the  subsequent  proceedings,  was  merely  a  meeting  of  the  justices  and 
vestry  of  the  parish,  con\ened  as  a  Council  of  Protection,  to  inquire  whether 
there  was  sufficient  proof  of  cruelty  in  the  case  to  justify  a  public  prosecution. 
See  the  Jamaica  Slave  Act  of  181G,  §  25.  The  result  of  the  inquiry  therefore 
was  not,  properly  speaking,  an  acquittal,  but  a  decision  that  the  evidence  did  not 
afford  ground  for  a  criminal  prosecution  by  the  parish. 
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acquitted  by  i  de<  i-""1  "'  ' '  against  I.  I  shall  give  the  matter  as  I  heard  it. 
For  no  notice  is  taken  >f  the  trial  in  the  newspapers.  Undoes  had  ordered  the 
uirl  to  [jet  i  turke)  for  dinner,  expei  ting  a  friend  to  dine. — [n  the  course  of  the 
daj  be  learnt  that  this  friend  could  not  come.  He  called  the  u i r  1  ami  asked 
her  what  was  for  dinner;  --lie  replied  '  the  turke;, .'  He  immediately  said,  ac- 
companying In-  words  with  a  blow,  'you  d b ,  who  told  >ou  to  get  a 

turke)  V  The  blow  blackened  both  the  girl's  «-> «  s,  and  set  her  nose  in  a  flow  of 
blood.  The  poor  i  reature  again  said,  •  Massa,  it  was  the  last  thing  you  told 
me  to  do  this  morning.'  He  immediately  (ailed  two  men  to  cut  bamboo  rods 
and  nomt  them.  She  wa9  then  stripped  of  every  article  ofdress,  tied  up  by  the 
hands,  ber  toes  barelj  touching  the  ground,  and  Bogged  until  the  back  part  of 
her,  from  the  shoulders  down  to  the  calves  of  her  legs,  was  one  mass  of  lacerated 
flesh  and  gore.  In  this  state  she  was  locked  up,  but  made  her  escape  in  the 
ni^ht,  in  a  state  ol  nudity,  to  a  magistrate,  who  was  about  sending  her  back  to 
3. — On  hearing  that  she  was  to  be  sent  back  to  her  master  by  this  inhu 
m  in  magistrate,  she  made  a  start  from  him  and  went  to  Mr.  Cox  (another  ma- 
gistrate .  who  detained  her.  .Mr.  Cox,  as  I  am  inform*  d,  said  he  never  saw,  in 
his  life,  a  poor  creature  m  so  miserable  a  state  from  punishment.  She  was  al- 
most uaked,  and  flogged  from  her  shoulders  to  the  calves  of  her  legs.  Mr.  Cox, 
as  Custos  of  the  parish,  had  a  court  convened — he,  with  other  magistrates,  at- 
tending. After  hearing  the  evidence  on  both  sides,  in  which  Bridges'  two  ser- 
vants admitted  the  severity  of  the  punishment,  and  he,  Bridges,  acknowledged 
his  having  had  her  punished  for  her  insolence  ;  when  he  was  asked  if  he  did  not 
see  the  punishment  given,  he  said  he  was  on  a  hill  that  looked  down  on  the 
spot  where  it  was  done.  Again,  if  he  did  not  hear  her  cries?  He  said  he 
could  hear  her,  but  that  she  was  very  insolent,  and  he  gave  orders  for  her  to  be 
punished.  It  was  then  put  to  the  vote  whether  he  should  be  prosecuted  or  not: 
14  were  against  and  4  for  prosecution.  Mr.  Cox,  Mr.  Hodgson,  Mr.  Austin, 
and  another  magistrate,  were  the  lour  decidedly  for  laying  the  case  before  His 
Majesty's  Attorney  General." 

The  paragraphs  in  the  .Jamaica  Newspapers  which  were  sent  along1 
with  the  above  extract  as  affording  presumptive  evidence  of  its  general 
truth,  wen-  as  follows  :  — 

The  first  was  'in  "  J'.rtrai  t  «f  a  I   Iter  from  St.  Ann's,  dated  May  12,  IS29." 
'•  I  am  sure  that  you  will,  a-  a  frii  nd  to  justice,  rejoice  with  me  at  our  worthy 
Rector  having  been  yesterday  acquitted  by  a  Council  of  Protection,  alter  a  long 
and   minute  investigation  of  the  charge  of  cruelty  and  maltreatment,  brought 
against  him  by  one  of  his  slaves." 

The  second  was  ,t  letter  iddressed  to  the  Editor  of  the  Jamaica 
Courant,  dated  St.  Ann's,  May  13,  1829,  as  follows: — 

"  Sir, — The  serious  charge  that  was  made  against  a  Clergyman  of  talent  and 
respectability  for  maltreating  a  -lave,  adverted  to  in  your  publication  of  Monday 
the  4th  instant,  was  duly  and  -trictly  investigated  at  the  Court  House  on  the 
1 1th,  and  1  have  pleasure  in  informing  you  that  your  anticipations  were  realized. 
The  Cod  of  Shadrach  was  with  him  :  not  a  hair  of  his  head  is  scorched.  He 
has  escaped  unhurt,  notwithstanding  that  nearly  one-tilth  of  the  furnace  was 
tenfold  hot.  The  numbers  for  and  against  the  respectable  individual  alluded 
to  were  as  follow  : Pro  1  1— Con  4.'' 

Copies  of  the  whole  of  these  communications  were  transmitted  by 
Sir  George  Murray,  to  Lord  Belmore,  the  Governor  of  Jamaica,  in- 
closed in  a  despatch  to  the  following  effect:— 

"My  Lord, I  have  the  honour  herewith  to  transmit  to  your  Lordship  the 

i  opy  of  a  letter,  which  has  been  addressed  to  me  by  Mr.  Thomas  Pringle,  de- 
scribing  himself  as  ."secretary  to  the  Anti-Slavery  Society.  Vour  Lordship  will 
observe  that  this  Society,  on  the  authority  of  an  unnamed  Correspondent,  attri- 
butes to  the  Kev  Mr.  Bridges,  conduct  of  great  cruelty  and  indecency  towards  a 
female  slave  :  although,  in  making  this  statement,  the  Anti-Slavery  Society  does 
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expressly  declare,  that  they  do  not  vouch  for  its  truth.  The  imputation,  there- 
fore, against  the  character  of  Mr.  Bridges,  is  not  only  repelled  by  its  own  inhe- 
rent improbability,  but  it  is  not  sustained  by  any  evidence,  properly  so  called, 
or  even  by  the  assertion  of  any  producible  person.  Your  Lordship  will  also 
observe,  that  the  anonymous  author  of  this  statement  first  represents  Mr.  Bridges 
Jo  have  been  brought  before  a  Special  Court,  and  acquitted  of  the  charge,  and 
then  states  the  decision  to  have  been  only  that  he  should  not  be  prosecuted. 
The  former  of  these  assertions  must  be  incorrect,  since,  if  any  trial  had  taken 
place  for  this  supposed  offence,  Mr.  Bridges  must,  I  presume,  have  been  tried 
like  any  other  person,  either  before  the  Court  of  Grand  Sessions,  or  some  Assize 
Court,  by  a  jury  of  twelve  men.  The  quotation  from  the  Jamaica  newspaper 
represents  the  proceeding  to  have  taken  place  before  a  Council  of  Protection, 
which  statement  I  therefore  presume  to  be  so  far  correct. 

11  The  determination  of  the  Council  of  Protection  would  seem,  even  from  the 
.statement  of  the  Anti-Slavery  Secretary,  to  have  been  in  favour  of  Mr.  Bridges, 
by  a  majority  of  fourteen  to  four;  so  that  not  only  the  personal  character  and 
sacred  office  of  Mr.  Bridges,  but  the  solemn  opinion  of  fourteen  of  the  gentle- 
men composing  this  (  oum  il  are  arrayed  in  his  favour,  against  an  accuser  whose 
name  is  not  quoted,  and  for  whose  truth  the  Anti-Slavery  .Society  declines  to 
vouch. 

"  Under  such  circumstances,  I  might,  in  any  ordinary  case,  think  it  quite 
unnecessary  to  institute  any  further  inquiry  into  the  transaction  in  question. 
But  I  conceive-  it  is  due  to  Mr.  Bridges,  and  even  to  the  Council  of  Protection, 
to  afford  them  tin  opportunity,  of  which  I  am  persuaded  they  will  gladly  avail 
themselves,  to  make  their  own  vindication  against  a  charge  of  so  serious  a  na- 
ture, however  unsupported  by  proof,  and  contradicted  by  fair  presumption. 

"  Your  Lordship  will,  therefore,  transmit  to  Mr.  Bridges,  and  to  the  Council 
of  Protection,  a  copy  of  the  enclosed  documents,  and  of  this  despatch  ;  and  \ou 
will  acquaint  Mr.  Hi  idg<  s  and  tin'  Members  of  tin'  Council,  that  I  shall  be  happy 
to  receive  any  explanations  which  they  may  think  it  necessary  or  convenient  to 
transmit  to  me  through  your  Lordship. —  ,i  on  will  also  desire  the  Council  of  Pro- 
tection to  furnish  you  with  copies  of  the  examinations  taken  by  them  upon  this 
case.  It  would  be  threat  injustice  to  Mr.  Bridges,  and  to  the  Members  of  the 
Council  of  Protection,  were  i  at  present  to  entertain  any  distrust  of  the  perfect 
propriety  of  their  decision  on  the  subject;  but  it  will  be  the  most  satisfactory 
mode  of  proceeding  to  refer  to  the  Attorney-General  of  Jamaica  the  information 
which  may  be  received,  desiring  that  gentleman  to  report  to  your  Lordship  his 
opinion,  whether  any  sufficient  grounds  exist  for  instituting  a  further  prosecu- 
tion against  Mr.  Bridges,  and,  if  so,  whether  the  Attorney-General  be  precluded 
by  the  decision  of  the  Council  from  instituting  it?  In  the  very  probable  event 
of  the  Attorney-General  advising  such  a  prosecution,  it  must,  of  course,  be  in- 
stituted 

'•  It  is  not  without  sincere  regret,  that  I  thus  commit  to  your  Lordship  an 
inquiry,  which  must  subject  the  Rev.  Gentleman,  above  named,  who  has  been 
implicated  in  this  charge,  to  muc  h  inconvenience,  and  which  may ,  perhaps,  how- 
ever erroneously,  be  thought  to  imply  a  distrust  of  the  whole  Magistracy  of  the 
island. —  But  I  am  not  aware  that  there  is  any  other  mode  of  disposing  of  this 
complaint,  by  which  I  should  equally  consult  the  real- interests  of  the  Colony, 
or  the  personal  reputation  of  Mr.  Bridges  and  the  Council  of  Protection. 

"  I  have  the  honour  to  be,  kc.  \c.  (Signed)  G.  MURRAY." 

It  is  remarkable  that  in  all  the  copies  of  this  letter  which  have  ap- 
peared in  the  different  Jamaica  Newspapers,  the  dale  of  it  is  wholly 
omitted.  The  letter  was  probably  written  in  the  month  of  July  1829. 
It  was  not  acted  upon,  however,  by  Lord  Belmore  until  about  the  1st 
of  May  1830,  at  least  six  or  seven  months  after  it  must  have  reached 
him.  About  that  time,  it  first  made  it<  appearance  in  the  news- 
papers of  Jamaica.  The  omission  of  the  date  was  doubtless  intended 
to  prevent  the  delay  in  carrying  Sir  George  Murray's  wishes  into  effect 
from  being  perceived.    But  what  caused  the  delay?  Lord  Belmore  is  best 
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able  to  answer  that  question.  It  is  rumoured,  however,  that  on  first 
;<  c<  i whlC  it.  his  Lordship  wrote  to  the  Secretary  of  State  suggesting  the 
expediency  of  not  prosecuting  the  inquiry,  as  the  transaction  hud  sunk 
into  oblivion,  and  had  much  better  not  be  revived.  The  result  would 
indicate  that  this  view  of  the  case  did  not  satisfy  Sir  George  Murray, 
and  that  he  had  given  peremptory  directions  to  Lord  Belmore  to  carry 
into  effect  the  instructions  contained  in  his  tirst  lel'er.  That  letter  was. 
iccordingly  communicated  to  the  Custos  of  St.  Aim's,  with  a  request, 
in  tt  he  would  take  measures  for  complying  with  the  desire  of  the  Secre- 
'..;  \  of  State. 

In  consequence  of  this  communication  the  gentlemen  who  had  formed 
the  Council  of  Protection  on  the  11th  May  1829,  when  the  charge 
against  Mr.  Bridges  was  first  investigated,  were  summoned  to  meet. 
Thev  accordingly  met  on  the  14th  May  1830,  and  after  much  discus- 
sion adopted  the  following  Resolutions,  viz.  : 

'•  That  notwithstanding  those  sentiments  of  loyally  and  attachment  to  his 
Majesty's  Throne  and  Government,  with  which  we  have  ever  been  impressed, 
we  consider  that  we  should  be  wanting  to  ourselves, -to  our  stations,  and  to  oui 
country,  were  we  not  to  express  our  surprise  and  deep  indignation  at  the  Letter 
•  < f  Sir  George  Murray,  and  the  accompanying  Letter,  from  a  person  styling  him 
self  the  Secretary  to  the  Anti-Slavery  Society,  which  has  been  laid  before  us  by 
his  Honour  the  Custos. 

"That  we  deprecate  this  interference  of  the  Colonial  Secretary  as  a  gross 
\  iolation  of  our  just  rights,  and  an  attempt  to  destroy,  that  t  institutional  aulho- 
i  ity  with  which  we  have  been  solemnly  invested  by  the  several  branches  of  the 
Legislature,  and  by  the  continuation  of  our  gracious  Sovereign  ;  nor  can  we  re- 
n  mi  from  expressing  our  astonishment,  that  the  Colonial  Secretary  should,  a 
second  time,  irritate  and  wound  the  feelings  of  the  Magistrates  of  this  Colony, 
by  an  attempt  to  establish  an  inquisitorial  jurisdiction  over  their  proceedings. 

•l  That  this  interference  of  his  Majesty's  Ministers  is  equally  a  subversion  ot 
every  principle  ot  Kriii~h  jurisprudence,  for  in  all  ordinary  cases,  and  in  all 
Courts  of  Law,  it  is  indispensably  requisite  that  every  <  harge  should  be  esta- 
blished on  the  oath  of  some  producible  person.  It  is  a  thing  unknown  to  the 
English  Constitution,  to  entertain  for  a  moment  accusations  which  deprive  the 
accused  of  the  meaus  of  establishing  his  innocence,  by  exposing  the  fallacy  or 
motives  of  the  accuser ;  but,  in  the  present  instance,  this  wholesome  principle 
is  rejected,  and  it  is  with  the  ino>t  profound  regret  that  this  Meeting  perceives 
a  practice  adopted  by  his  Majesty'.-,  Ministers,  which  has  hitherto  been  confined. 
among  civilized  nations,  to  the  unhallowed  i  blisters  of  the  Inquisition.* 

••  That  of  the  Anti-Slavery  Society,  we  admit  no  other  cognizance  than  their 
avowed  and  implacable  hostility  to  the  Colonies,  and  their  general  treachery  to 
the  interests  of  the  empire.  We,  how  ever,  deplore  the  influence  which  they 
appear  to  have  gained  over  the  several  departments  of  Government,  and  the 
tyranny  with  which  they  exercise  it.  And  it  is  with  the  utmost  pain  that  we 
have  to  contrast  the  facility  with  which  all  communications  from  this  illegal 
Society  are  received  ind  acknowledged,  with  the  neglect  which  the  petitions 
and  remonstrances  of  our  Representatives  in  Assembly  have  suffered  from  the 
Ministers  of  the  Crown." 

Notwithstanding  the  refusal  of  these  magistrates  to  comply  with   the 
of  the  Secretary  of  State,  the  Attorney  General  of  Jamaica  ap- 

*  It  is  diflicult  to  conceive  in  what  respect  the  request,  on  the  part  of  the 
Si  i  retary  of  State,  to  lie  furnished  with  information  ot  the  proceedings  of  ma- 
gistrates or  courts  of  justice  appointed  bv  the  crown,  can  be  considered  as  vio- 
lating any  constitutional  right.  The  due  protection  ot  the.  subject  requires  that 
the  .row  ii  should  have  at  all  times  access  to  lull  information  as  to  the  manner 
in  which  its  own  luie  (ion  uies  have  fulfilled  the  duty  intrusted  to  them. 
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pears  to  have  got  possession  of  the  minutes  of  the  evidence  which  had 
been  taken  on  the  11th  May,  1829;  and  he  conceived  that  he  was 
warranted  on  the  ground  of  that  evidence  to  prefer  a  bill  of  indictment 
to  the  grand  jury,  which  assembled  in  Spanish-town  on  the  14th  June, 
1830,  against  the  Rev.  G.  W.  Bridges,  "  for  maltreating  a  slave."  The 
grand  jury  threw  out  the  bill,  and  thus  put  a  stop  to  all  farther  judicial 
inquiry. 

A  friend  of  Mr.  Bridges,  however,  who  assumes  the  feigned  name  of 
Byron,  undertook  to  enlighten  the  public  respecting  the  real  circum- 
stances of  this  case,  and  published  the  following  exculpation  of  him  in 
the  Postscript  to  the  Royal  Gazette  of  the  12th  June,  1830,  two  days  be- 
fore the  meeting  of  the  Grand  Court  by  which  he  was  to  have  been  tried. 

"  The  public  attention  is  now  occupied  by  the  extraordinary  proceedings  of 
the  Attorney-General  against  the  persecuted  rector  of  St.  Ann's— a  proceeding 
by  which  he  seeks  to  supersede  the  decisions,  the  repeated  decisions  of  the 
Council  of  Protection,  convened,  and  reconvened,  to  perform  the  dirty  work  of 
the  Anti-Slavery  Society,  the  Macaulays,  the  Stephens,  and  their  wretched 
spies  !  We  have  had  access  to  the  records  of  the  Council  of  Protection  of  1829, 
and  now  lay  before  our  readers  the  real  circumstances  of  this  case.  They  were 
proved  by  the  witnesses,  on  the  complainant's  own  behalf,  though  it  now 
seems  the  Crown  officers  take  advantage  of  the  long  period  which  has  since 
elapsed,  and  the  circumstance  of  the  most  material  witnesses  being  off  the  island, 
to  establish  a  new  case. 

"  The  woman,  Kitty  Hilton,  was  proved  both  by  her  former,  and  present 
owners,  to  be  of  notorious  bad  character  and  evil  propensities,  and  was  ordered, 
for  repeated  insolence,  to  be  switched  with  bamboos.  No  other  negro  was  about 
the  house,  but  an  old  watchman  (for  Mr.  Bridges  had  European  servants,  to 
avoid,  as  far  as  he  could,  a  repetition  of  the  charge  of  being  a  slave-owner  him- 
self, which  ."Mr.  A\  ilberforce  had  discovered  from  an  advertisement  in  a  Jamaica 
paper  of  lb24,  and  which  Mr.  Wilberforce  adduced  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
for  the  purpose  of  invalidating  the  testimony  of  the  author  of  '  A  Voice  from 
Jamaica').  There  was,  therefore,  no  person  to  hold  the  woman,  nor  was  she  in 
any  way  confined,  but,  with  much  insolent  nonchalance,  walked  off  to  receive 
her  punishment,  at  a  short  distance  from  the  house,  where  her  master  remained 
until  he  heard  her  expressing  her  contrition,  when  he  went  on  the  lawn  before 
the  door,  and  called  to  the  old  man  below  to  cease.  The  woman  returned  to 
the  house  certainly  in  a  very  dirty,  ragged,  and  indecent  slate,  and  appearing 
thus  before  her  master  and  some  ladies  staying  there,  he  ordered  her  away  to 
change  her  clothes,  at  the  same  time  sending  her  a  supply  from  a  bo\  of  negro 
clothing,  beside  which  he  was  standing,  as  sin-  had  complained  of  wanting  them. 
A  young  lad>,  a  \isitor  there,  saw  her  at  the  time,  as  did  also  the  governess  in 
the  family,  and  the  white  butler.  The  two  latter  are  now  unfortunately  off  the 
island,  which  makes  the  re-investigation  of  the  case,  at  this  distance  of  time,  a 
case  of  peculiar  hardship  on  the  accused.  The  former  is,  however,  still  here, 
and  the  most  material  witness,  as  she  saw  her  both  immediately  before,  and  im- 
mediaiely  after,  the  punishment,  before  she  had  been  tampered  with  by  a  party  of 
Methodists,  who  reside  on  a  property  within  two  hundred  yards  of  Mr.  Bridges' 
house,  and  who  are  continually  annoying  him,  by  encouraging  his  people  to  run 
awa\ .  By  these  people  she  was  advised  to  run  away,  as  she  had  for  years  been 
in  the  constant  habit  of  doing,  and  accordingly  next  morning  she  was  missed. 
She  walked  seven  miles  to  Mr.  Raflington,  who  told  Mr.  Bridges  of  the  circum- 
stance, and  advised  his  sending  for  her.  Mr.  B.  did  so,  and  sent  a  horse  and 
side  saddle,  as  Mr.  Raflington  declared  she  was  suffering  much  from  fever.  In 
the  same  time,  however,  she  had  left  his  protection  at  Sea-View,  and,  contrary 
to  his  orders,  had  gone  to  his  house  on  St.  Ann's  Bay;  and  thence  away  again 
to  Mr.  Smith,  with  whom  she  knew  her  master  was  not  on  friendly  terms.  Mr. 
Smith  delivered  her  to  the  person  who  took  the  horse  for  her,  with  the  usual 
leltei  interceding  for  hei  pardon.  She  came  home  late  at  night  when  the  family 
had  all  retired,  and  Mr.  Bridges  being  called  up,  ordered  his  white  servant  to 
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j>ut  her  in  charge  of  the  watchman,  whose  tire  was  blazing  in  the  yard ;  but  be 
saw  not  the  woman  himself.  Next  morning  it  was  discovered  that  she  had  again 
run  awaj ,  and  nothing  inure  w as  heard  of  her  till  .Mr.  Coi  wrote  officially  to  say 
that  she  had  appeared  before  him  sixteen  mitis  off,  in  the  afternoon  of  the  same 
day,  in  a  v.  reti  bed  condition,  and  that  he  thought  it  his  duty  to  send  her  before 
i  Council  of  Protection.  He  accordingly  immediately  ordered  her  off  to  the 
workhouse,  w  here  she  was  again  seen  by  .Mr.  Harker  and  the  workhouse  doctor, 
Mr.  Stennett,  alter  completing  a  journev  of  more  than  fifty-seven  milts,  in  an  in- 
credibly  short  period,  for  one  who  assumed  the  wretched  appearance  described 
bj  those  to  whom  she  made  her  artful  complaints  !  !  She  was  at  the  same  time 
suffering  also  under  a  \  indent  and  disgraceful  disease.  Still,  at  the  Council  of 
Protection,  in  1829,  Mr.  Stinnett  declared  on  oath  that  the  marks  of  punish- 
ment did  not  equal  those  which  39  lashes  with  a  whip  would  have  inflicted. 
W  ithin  a  few  .lays  she  was  also  seen  by  various  other  persons,  who  had  been  in 
the  habit  of  knowing  her  in  her  master's  house,  and  who  declared  she  looked 
quite  as  \\  .11  as  usual  '  She  was  allowed  repeatedly  to  he  at  the  house  of  Mr. 
Darker,  and  in  conference  with  the  numerous  Methodists  in  St.  Ann's  Bay, 
whom  she  knew  to  be  very  hostile  to  her  master,  and  who  made  her  believe  that 
il  -  e  could  establish  a  jfood  case,  she  would  be  made  free,  and  he  would  be 
turned  out  of  his  living.  The  deputy  clerk  ot'  the  peace,  w  ho  saw  her  surrounded 
by  these  Methodists,  proved  that  she  complained  to  him  that  she  was  nut  used  to 
such  treatment  and  allowances  as  the  workhouse  afforded,  particularly  that  site 
wanted  coffee.1  and.  strange  to  say,  she  some  how  or  other  contrived  to  be  quite 
.it  large  for  several  weeks,  and  to  obtain  such  assistance  as  to  perfect  her  plan 
of  deception. 

"The  Council  <.f  Protection  met  within  ten  days  of  these  circumstances  hap- 
pening. Mr.  Bridges  was  verj  ill,  unable  to  leave  his  bed;  the  woman's  story 
was  nevertheless  heard,  but  without  witnesses,  in  liis  absence  !  !  and.  of  course, 
went  forth  uncontradicted;  till  .mother  council  was  (omened  a  month  after- 
wards, when  all  the  woman's  witnesses,  to  prove  her  assertions,  were  in  attend- 
ance; but  tliej  so  dis/norvd  them,  that  the  case  was  dismissed — and  her  own 
testimony  being  completely  contradicted  by  all  her  own  witnesses  ! !  —  for  Mr. 
Bridges  <  died  none  She  had  stated  that  her  in  ister  stood  over  her  and  beat  her 
while  the  ivati  hm  in  stretched  her  ;  I  ut  it  was  ascertained  that  he  remained  in 
the  house  until  he  went  out  on  the  lawn  to  stop  the  punishment,  and  when 
even  there,  though  within  sight,  was  not  within  two  hundred  yards  of  her  !  By 
the  '  ustos  of  St.  Mary's,  this  circumstance-  was  then  turned  into  a  serious  and 
new  charge  against  Mr.  Bridges,  of  infringing  the  law,  bj  not  being  present  at 
the  punishment  !  '  The  artful  conduct  of  the  woman  was  also  made  apparent  by 
the  circumstance  of  her  applying  only  to  those  persons  who  she  knew  were  most 
untriendly  to  her  master,  who  all  espoused  her  cause  most  warmly,  and  who, 
even  to  the  very  last,  were  found  in  the  minority  of  4  against  II  '  ' 

"  It   is  upon  such  grounds  as  these  that   the   Attorney   General   of  Jamaica 

seconds   the  efforts  ol   the    Vnti-Slavery  Society,  and  their  base  anonymous  in- 

former;  seeking  to  ruin  a  persecuted  individual  by  setting  at  nought  the  law  of 

the  land,  and  trying  him  a  third  time*  in  the  absence  of  the  principal  witnesses, 

ir  w  h  it  has  bi  en  t«  ice  already  declared  to  be  no  offence  ! ! ! ! 

•'  W  e  can  trust  ourselves  to  saj  no  more,  with 

"  Attornies  Genera],  awful  to  the  sight, 

As  hinting  more,  unless  our  judgments  warp  us. 
Of  the  Star  Chamber,  than  of  Habeas  Corpus." 

We  have  thus  laid  before  our  readers  the  whole  particulars  of  this 
transaction  so  far  as  they  have  yet  been  made  public,  and  what- 
ever may  be  the  impression  produced  bv  them  as  to  the  legal  guilt 
of  the  Rev.  G.  \V.  Bridges,  they  will  at  least  establish  a  case  against 
the  state  of  society  and  manners  in  Jamaica,  which  it  will  not  be  very 
easy  to  get  rid  of.      Any  comment  of  ours  would  be  superfluous.      We 


I  le  h  is  nut  vel  been  tried  at  all. 
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would  only  ask  what  must  be  the  state  of  that  society  in  which  such 
a  defence  of  a  clergyman  could  be  expected  to  avail  in  his  favour  ?  His 
anonymous  vindicator,  even  assuming  his  exparte  statement  to  be  true,  has 
disclosed  enough  to  decide  that  part  of  the  question.*  We  wish,  how- 
ever, that  be  had  condescended  to  tell  us  what  has  been  the  destiny  of 
the  wretched  Kitty  Hilton,  since  she  was  remanded  in  May  or  June  of 
last  year  into  the  custody  of  her  Reverend  Proprietor.  Is  it  true,  as  re- 
ported, that  she  has  passed  the  interval  in  a  workhouse,  subjected  to 
occasional  flogging,  and  to  hard  labour  in  chains?  Or  how  otherwise 
has  she  been  disposed  of?  Or  where,  and  in  what  condition  is  she  at  the 
present  moment?  The  Attorney  General  must  have  it  in  his  power  to 
remove  all  doubts  on  these  points,  as  he  must  have  required  her  to  be 
produced  in  court  when  the  indictment  was  preferred  against  her  master 
for  the  maltreatment  she  had  received. 

During  the  months  of  May  and  June  last,  the  newspapers  of  the 
island  were  filled  with  discussions  on  this  subject.  With  one  excep- 
tion, they  appear  to  have  taken  a  vehement  part  in  favour  of  Mr. 
Bridges,  who  is  held  up  as  a  grievously  persecuted  man;  and  yet  not  one 
of  them  that  we  have  met  with  has  ventured  to  deny  the  substantial  cor- 
rectness of  the  original  statement  which  was  communicated,  by  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Anti-Slavery  Society,  to  Sir  George  Murray,  on  the  subject. 


*  On  this  defence  the  "Watchman"  observes,  "Defend  me  from  my  friends  was 
the  exclamation  of  one  who  justly  dreaded  the  eulogium  of  fools;  and  few  im- 
partial readers  of  Friday's  Courant  will  deny  that  Mr.  Bridges  has  now  an 
excellent  opportunity  to  ascertain  its  just  value.  The  intended  defence  of  him 
bears  on  its  fare  such  conclusive  evidence  of  its  untruth,  and  betrays  such  per- 
fect indifference  to  the  sufferings  of  the  woman  (whom  it  calmly  describes  as 
4  suffering  under  a  virulent  and  disgraceful  disease'  at  the  time  she  received 
such  severe  punishment  as  to  reduce  her  to  the  '  wretched  condition'  in  which 
Mr.  Cox  saw  her  some  days  after)  that  we  can  hardly  believe  the  writer  of  it"  to 
be  serious.  "  We  could  with  very  little  trouble  insert  the  entire  statement,  and 
by  adding  what  the  Courant  has  suppressed,  and  removing  excrescences  he  has 
attached,  exhibit  the  affair  in  a  very  different  light.  Hut  justice  forbids  us  to 
prejudge  a  case  which  is  so  soon  to  be  submitted  to  the  decision  of  a  jury." 
"  We  therefore  suspend  our  remarks,  save  in  reference  to  the  journey  of  fifty- 
seven  miles,  performed  (and.  as  he  states,  partly  on  horseback)  in  the  incredibly 
short  space  >l~  tun  days,  and  alleged  as  a  proof  of  the  mildness  of  the  punish- 
ment, a  device  so  shallow  thai  it  can  only  be  intended  to  mislead  those  who  are 
unacquainted  with  the  habits  of  tie-  negioes,  who,  from  the  a;j;e  of  seven  or 
eight  years,  are  so  accustomed  to  make  ] i . n  j  journeys  on  loot  to  the  distant 
market*,  that  on  Saturdays  and  Sundays  they  crowd  the  roads  in  every  stage 
from  health  to  extreme  disease,  coming  from  plantations  lioni  ten  to  thirty  miles 
distant,  and  to  which  they  must  return  on  the  same  or  following  day.  Nor  is 
it  less  notorious  that  the  humane  owners  of  that  happy  and  contented  race  do  not 
conceive  that  flogging  discpualifies  the  slave  for  immediate  labour,  so  that  unless 
the  4  Bilboes'  be  put  in  requisition  for  increase  of  punishment,  the  culprit  is 
immediately  set  to  work. 

"  The  allegation  amounts  to  just  this  much— that  the  flogging  inflicted  upon 
the  woman,  not  having  deprived  her  of  the  use  of  her  legs,  the  dread  of  further 
punishment  urged  her  to  seek  the  protection  of  a  Magistrate. 

"Judging  from  the  specimen  before  us,  we  do  not  hesitate  to  assure  our  contem- 
porary that  his  misrepresentations  are  more  likely  to  injure  than  serve  the  cause 
he  advocates.  We  advise  him  seriously  not  to  increase  by  falsehood  the  indig- 
nation excited  in  the  breasts  of  all  good  men  by  the  misconduct  of  his  patron. 
Pending  the  trial  he  may  as  well  agree  to  a  short  armistice  with  truth." 
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There  is  abuse  in  abundance  of  that  Society,  and  or  Sir  George  Murray, 
and  also  of  the  Attorney  General;  but,  setting  aside  the  opprobrious 

ipoloo^  quoted  above,  we  do  not  find  one  line  which  asserts  the  inno- 
cence of  the  accused.  It  will  mark  the  prevalent  feeling  in  his  favour,  that 
on  the  very  morning  of  the  dav  on  which  the  Grand  Jury  were  to  meet 
to  decide  on  the  indictment  preferred  against  him,  the  following  obser- 
vations appeared  in  a  popular  journal,  the  Jamaica  Courant,  with  the 
obvious  intention  of  influencing  their  decision. 

"  W  r  have  devoted,  to-day,  a  large  portion  of  our  columns  to  the  case  of  the 
Rev.  Mr.  Bridges,  as  we  .ire  .inxious  that  the  merits  of  this  question  should  be 
brought  iu  one  view  before  the  public.  Two  questions  are  involved  in  it — one, 
whether  the  Reverend  Mr.  Bridges  is  to  be  tried  a  third  time  *  for  the  same 
offence,  merely  to  gratify  the  Vnti-Slavery  Society  in  England;  the  other,  whe- 
ther the  Orders  of  the  Colonial  Office  are  to  supersede  the  solemn  enactments 
of  our  Legislature,!  sanctioned,  as  they  are,  by  his  Majesty.  The  Grand  Jury 
of  MiddUscx  have  a  duly  to  perform  to  their  country,  and  we  have  no  doubt  they 
will  discharge  it  fearlessly  and  conscientiously,  and  convince  the  Anti-Slavery  So- 
ciety, as  well  as  the  hired  and  base  spies  of  that  body,  that  their  wishes  are  not  yet 
law  in  Jamaica." 

"  The  Reverend  Rector's  principles,  as  an  active  minister  of  the  established 
religion,  and  a  zealous  defender  of  the  oppressed  and  traduced  colonists,  do 
him  credit,  and  demand  support  from  the  inhabitants  of  Jamaica  in  particular; 
and  we  do  sincerely  hope,  that  he  will  receive  that  support  which  he  so  richly 
merits,  to  the  confusion  oi  ins  enemies." 

•■  It'  we  refer  to  Sir  George  Murray's  Dispatch  on  the  subject  of  the  St.  Ann's 
Magistrates,  we  shall  be  at  a  loss  which  most  to  admire — the  undertoned  con- 
tempt and  dislike  of  the  powerful  party  which  he  dares  not  openly  disoblige — 
or  the  subterfuges  by  which  he  wishes  to  shift  the  odium  of  an  unwarrantable 
act  from  his  own  shoulders,  on  those  of  his  Majesty's  Attorney -General  of  this 
Island.  Had  Sir  George  Murray  been  acquainted  with  the  laws  and  institu- 
tions of  the  island,  lie  would  not  have  hesitated,  for  one  moment,  to  declare  to 
that  base  fiction,  by  whom  he  has  been  instigated,  that  his  interference  would 
b.-  a  direct  \  lolation  of  a  positive  law,  to  which  his  master,  the  King  of  England, 
had  arrived  his  sanction."  "There  may  be,  indeed,  some  excuse  for  a  man  who 
accepts  office,  such  as  Sir  George  Murray,  without  knowing  any  thing  of  its  duties." 
'•  But  the  Attorney-General  of  this  island  cannot,  does  not,  plead  ignorance. 
He  mounts  upon  his  official  stilts,  and  declares  he  will  set  the  popular  voice  at 
defiance— that  his  authority  is  paramount  to  the  solemn  acts  of  the  legislature, 
and  he  considers  it  his  duty  to  comply  with  the  orders  of  the  Colonial  Secre 
tary,  in  other  words,  he  considers  it  necessary,  for  the  preservation  of  his  office, 
to  lend  himself  to  the  views  of  a  party.  But  we  would  ask,  is  nothing  due 
to  the  land  which  pays  him  so  liberally  ?  Is  nothing  due  to  its  rights  and  pri- 
>:\  _.  >  '  Is  nothing  due  to  the  outraged  feelings  of  its  inhabitants.'  Or  shall 
the  officer,  who  is  paid,  fed,  and  fattened,  on  the  small  remains  of  its  revenues, 
who  is  raised  to  that  station  as  the  chief  conservator  of  peace,  be  allowed  thus 
to  sound  the  tocsin  of  discord  and  confusion?  We  say,  that  this  act,  on  the 
part  of  the  Attorney-General,  appears  to  us  to  be  nothing  more,  nor  less,  than 
an  attempt  to  establish,  in  his  own  person,  the  long-sought  tor— the  devoutly 
hated— the  scorned — the  scouted — Anti-Slavery  Office  of  PROTECTOR  OF 
SLAVES  !  We  dread  the  result  of  this  interference  of  the  Attorney-General, 
among  our  slave  population, — they  will  see  that  our  laws  are  of  no  avail — that 
an  acquittal  of  a  master,  by  a  legally  constituted  tribunal,  is  despised — that 
a  1  harge  brought  by  them,  however  groundless,  is  eagerly  laid  hold  of,  to  our 
injur-,  -and  every  nerve  strained  in  their  favour,  to  support  their  cause,  however 
unjust,  and   to  crush  the  innocent!     We  ask,   where  is   this  to  end?     If  the 


•  He  has  not  been  tried  at  all. 

t  There  is  no  act,  and  can  be  no  act,  of  the  legislature  forbidding  the  King  to 
inquire  into  the  due  execution  of  the  laws. 
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tiSEm'hZ  Tffrt'-  the  P°Wer  °f  suPersedin^  a  Council  of  Protection  in  thi« 

one Tndwet?vAei,P0WM-t0  ,nte.rfere  with  ^ery  other,  past,  present,  or  to 
no  te,rim  i.tr.  >eKPUbhC  t0nJUdge'  wbe,e  ^^onfus.on  will  end.-We  need 
violation ,  of^  h,«t  •  K,BinS^Bui  "'  denyllis  PO«er,-«e  denounce  it  as  a 
to  VeTaH     i    fS*(?n     a  danK"OU8  interference  with  our  local  institu- 

te the  ores  1  ?'  tha    fCtUated  bv  an  h°n«»rable  and  jealous  feeling 

clause  ofThe  Sl»w  I  T  l^  ^  H°U8P  °f  ^-somblv  enacted  the  45th 
3S™  &S5    fr       ■?  ?%th-  CXpreSS  purposc  °f  renting  „  proctor,  «r  «« 

"  Th?re  Sr??,;  T  n,"r/f!V  »**  ""  d™"°'<  »/■«  <  »'<»«7  If  Protection.'" 
General  in  the  rn„fp°nt  '.'T0"  ,°f  .the  COnduct  and  moliv's  «>f  th*  Attorney- 
per^noVMr   Hril^s      P.  ""J""?'  °f  the  ri*hts    of  *«    object,   in   the 

fnterest  alone     K    » J  H  «  T^  pliUn  tha'  he  is  im^lled  h^  views  of  self- 

SgS^^ 

^he^^ 

island  l-froafsettin^g  at  SS  the°Publi   $2?  It^hT^  "V" 

in  violation  of  the  law  of  the  land.     No  •  the  Grand    1  n  SXPV*  act,"K 

functions  for  which  they  are  impanneUed They t      SaTn"  air fll rlT^f 

the  subject-thev  will  exonerate,  from  oppression  Inl  ^anTy    4     mfn  wb°o 

has  been  already  im-iiy  acquitted  by  his  peers."  i  *>r*nny,  tne  man  wno 

"Every  one  knows  how  severely  the  Rector  of  St.  Ann  has  been  persecuted 

by  the  Government  at  the  instance  of  the  Anti-Slavery  Society.     TheTr0SeCU 

on  ,„  the  name  of  Lecesne  and  Escoffery,  was  instituted  not  for  any  reaTJnJSrv 

done  to  these  men     but  to  gratify  the  revengeful  feelings  of  the  anti-colonial 

party  against  the  intrepid  defender  of  West  Indian  character  and   rVl ts  -The 

present  prosecution  is  but  a  sequel  of  the  unjust  and  oppressive  injuries  he  has 

already  suffered  on  the  other  side  of  the  water ;  and  it  is  now  clear,  that  nothing 

but  his  total  destruction  will  glut  the  vengeance  of  his  Methodistic  anti-coloniat 

joes      It  is  time  the  voice  of  the  public  was  raised  in  one  simultaneous  shout, 

r,r,nn    nf  ,'.  "  ^  if  ****  P^  °f  ^   ^^    WH1  SerVe  t0    ^"d,    in  tile 

person  of  the  persecuted  Rector  of  St.  Ann,  the  rights  and  the  privileges  of  all. 
-An  appeal  to  a  British  public,  in  such  a  case,  was  never  made  in  vain  ;  and 
'      ,°"V  characteristic  of  Britons,  in  their  acknowledged  detestation  of  tyranny, 
arm  of    owe?  ''?'  ^  ^°  iS  UnjUStl>  b°rne  doWD  b^  ^strong 

We  subjoin   some  remarks  of  the  Editor  of  the  Jamaica  Watchman 
oiuhe  same  subject.     On  the  1st  of  May,  he  observes, 

"  The  Jamaica  papers,  as  might  have  been  "expected,  now  begin  to  teem  with 
violent  tirades  and  abusive  articles  against  Sir  George  Murray,  the  Anti- 
Slavery  Society,  the  Hon.   A.  Hodgson,  and,  as  a  matter  of  course,  the  Sec- 

•  The  clause  referred  to,  if  it  have  the  meaning  here  assigned  to  it,  is  a  proof 
at  once  both  of  the  insidiousness  of  colonial  legislation,  and  of  the  carelessness 
with  which  the  colonial  laws  were  suffered  to  obtain  the  Royal  sanction  in  time 
past.  This  act  was  passed  in  181<i.  The  4.0th  clause  enacts  "that  no  writ  of 
certiorari,  or  other  process,  shall  issue  or  be  issuable  to  remove  any  proceeding 
whatsoever,  had  in  pursuance  of  this  act,  into  the  supreme  court  of  judicature" 
or  any  other  of  the  courts  of  this  island." 

i  The  Council  of  Protection  had  no  power  to  try  him.  but  only  to  inquire 
whether  there  was  ground  for  sending  him  to  trial. 

}  If  it  be  asked  why  the  Anti-Slavery  Society  should  not  have  disclosed  the 
name  ol  their  informant,  it  may  be  answered  that  had  they  done  so,  they  would, 
most  infallibly,  have  exposed  him  to  a  merciless  persecution  ;  from  which  the' 
truth  of  his  statement  would  have  been  no  protection.  His  original  com- 
munication, however,  was.  and  now  is,  perfectly  open  to  the  confidential 
inspection  of  Sir  George  Murray,  on  his  requisition  to  that  effect.  The  extract 
from  it,  however,  which  was  transmitted  to  Sir  George  Murray,  was  supported 
be  it  remembered,  by  the  two  newspapers  which  accompanied  it. 

3  n 


T/u   Ha.     ('      I*      Bridges,  a'»d   Kitty   Hilton. 

'»rvt»A,  >■  c»>o»«-.|<irn<  <•  "I  Sir   H.   Murray's   Letter  to  Lord   Belmore,    relatite 

,     ||^  maltreatment  oi    a  Quadroon  slave  girl,  the  property  of  Mr.  Bridges. 
••  lo»tr«d  of  meeting  the  charge  in  a  cool,  a  calm,  and  dispassionate  manner, 

»»</  rndtiTouring,  if  possible,  to  prove  to  Mr  George  Murray   and   to   the  world 

ifw  falsehood  ol  the  anonymous  accusation  forwarded  to  the  Colonial  Office,  our 
great  men,  and  big  men,  and  clever  men,  have  commenced  to  bluster,  to  brawl, 

»ud  to  defy  :  just  as  though  abuse  was  argument,  or  obstinacy  proof. 

•'  To  an)  man  who  has  not  allowed  his  passions  to  gain  the  ascendancy  over  his 
rrasou,  it  must  appear  at  first  sight  extremely  strange,  to  say  the  least  of  it,  that 
a  man,  or  set  o(  men,  whose  conduct,  according  to  their  own  account,  has  been 
go  very  correct  and  free  from  blame,  should  instantaneously  take  fire  at  the  bare 
mention  of  their  having  acted  with  partiality  ;  and  instead  of  manifesting,  by  a 
full,  free,  and  open  examination  of  all  the  circumstances  involved  in  that 
charge,  the  correctness  of  their  conduct,  attempt  to  shield  themselves  under  the 
plea  of  its  having  been  brought  forward  by  an  unknown  and  irresponsible  indi- 
vidual."— "  The  Courant,  as  usual,  is  loud  in  its  recommendation  to  the  Magis- 
tracy of  Saint  Ann's  to  be  firm,  or,  in  other  words,  to  be  obstinate." 

On  the  19th  of  May,  he  thus  comments  on  the  refusal  of  the  magis- 
trates of  St.  Ann's,  to  furnish  to  the  Attorney-General  the  evidence 
taken  before  them  in  the  preceding  vear. 

"  To  have  forwarded  to  the  Attomey-Ceneral  the  examinations  that  were  then 
taken,  would  be  to  put  into  that  officer's  hands  evidence  on  which  he  could, 
with  great  justice  and  propriety,  ground  proceedings  at  law,  as  well  as  to  render 
notorious  the  facts  of  a  case  which  retlects  eternal  disgrace,  as  well  upou  the 
individual  whose  conduct  rendered  such  an  examination  necessary,  as  upon  the 
majority  of  those  who,  as  honest  nun,  were  called  upon  to  administer  justice  be- 
tween au  inhuman  master  and  an  unfortunate  suffering  slave  !  It  is  downright 
nonsense  to  talk  about  '  gratifying  the  worst  of  our  enemies  by  attempting  to 
disturb  the  judgment  already  pronounced;'  because  if  that  juugment  was  cal- 
culated to  '  bear  the  tight,'  it  would  matter  little  how  often  it  was  disturbed; 
nay,  the  oftener  it  was  disturbed,  the  more  complete  would  be  the  triumph  ! — 
If  Mr.  Bridges  be  innocent,  why  such  a  decided  disinclination  to  put  the  neces- 
sary papers  into  the  hands  of  the  Attorney-General?  Why  evince  so  much 
hostility  to  a  reinvestigation  ?  Why  such  an  attempt  to  raise  a  cloud  of  dust 
about  'infringement  of  rights,'  under  which  to  hide  the  former  dirty  transac- 
tion ?  and  why  not  openly  and  fearlessly  meet  and  disprove  the  charges  ?  But 
this  cannot  be  done,  and  for  no  other  reason  but  because  they  are  known  to  be 
true  ;  because  it  is  a  transaction  over  which  it  must  be  the  anxious  wish  of 
every  individual  who  has  been  engaged  in  it  to  throw  an  impenetrable  veil ;  be- 
cause the  decision  which  was  then  made  was  not  a  decision  upon  the  merits  of 
the  case  !  The  question,  with  the  majority,  was  not  w  hether  Mr.  Bridges  had 
maltreated  his  slave  or  not,  for  that  was  a  fact  too  notorious  to  be  denied.  It 
was  whether  their  decision  in  favour  of  the  slave  would  not  furnish  the  Saints 
in  England  with  a  strong  argument  against  .Air.  Bridges,  and  whether  such  a 
decision  would  not  prove  injurious  to  the  colony  ?  It  was  to  prevent  this  being 
said  that  the  Council  of  Protection  voted  for  shielding  the  Rev,  Mr.  Bridges 
from  the  confluences  of  a  public  prosecution. 

"  No  wonder  that  the  Reverend  Mr.  Bridges  has  attempted  to  defend  the  sys- 
tem of  slavery,  and  to  prove  that  no  cruelties  exist  in  Jamaica — because  he  i9 
hims.-l t  a  slav«r  holder,  and  a  cruel  one  too,  as  is  proven  by  the  proceedings  of 
the  Council  (A  Protection  held  at  Saint  Ann's  Bay." 

"To  designate  the  mild  and  friendly  letter  of  the  colonial  minister  an  'at- 
tempt to  subvert  our  rights,  and  to  set  the  'aws   at  defiance,'  argues  a  most 

'  iniquitous'  v*ish   to   pervert  the    plain   meaning  of  a   communication,    which 
speaks  volumes  for  the  moderation  of  the  miuister,  and  but  too  clearly  proves 

to  what  miserable  expedients  men  are  driven  in  the  defence  of  a  bad  cause." 


'*■ — Fallacious  Representations  of  Colonial  Advocates. 

We  have  at  various  times  produced  striking  proofs  of  the  infatuated 
spirit  of  combined  and  determined  hostility  to  the  truth  which  actuates 
the  great  body  of  our  colofiial  slave  holders,  whether  in  the  West  Indies 
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or  in  the  Mauritius.  Truth  is  what  they  naturally  dread,  as  letting 
in  light  upon  the  abominations  of  their  system.  Hence  the  violence 
with  which  they  resent  any  attempt  to  briDg  before  the  public  the  dark 
deeds  imputed  to  a  man,  who  like  Mr.  Bridges,  has  so  identified  himself 
with  their  cause,  that  his  delinquences  reflect  discredit  upon  them- 
selves. And  hence  also  the  eagerness  with  which  they  have  circu- 
lated their  proceedings  in  the  case  of  Lieutenant  Smith,  at  a  cost 
probably  to  the  pro-slavery  fund,  of  not  less  than  £2,000,  merely  in  the 
hope  of  hiding  its  real  merits  from  the  public.  Their  whole  imposing 
array  of  judicial  and  even  legislative  powers  were  brought  to  bear  on 
this  unfortunate  individual,  in  order  to  entrap  or  terrify  him  into  contra- 
dictions on  collateral  and  immaterial  points;  while  they  studiously,  and 
of  set  and  premeditated  purpose,  kept  out  of  view  what  was  alone  ma- 
terial to  the  vindication  of  their  system — an  inquiry  into  the  truth  of 
the  brutalities  Mr.  S.  said  he  had  witnessed.  With  respect  to  these, 
they  dexterously  shun  all  approach  to  elucidation,  hoping  without  doubt 
that  these  would  be  lost  sight  of  in  the  overwhelming  cloud  of  irrelevant 
matter  with  which  they  have  contrived  to  obscure  the  only  facts  it  was 
really  of  moment  to  investigate. 

If,  indeed,  we  were  to  select  any  single  instance  on  which  to  ground 
a  charge  of  wilful  and  deliberate  misrepresentation  against  the  ge- 
neral body  of  the  Colonists  ;  it  would  be  their  proceedings  in  this  very 
case,  by  giving  a  costly  publicity  to  which,  they  have  been  so  blinded  by 
their  prejudices  as  to  fancy,  that  they  could  either  reconcile  the  people 
of  Great  Britain  to  their  wicked  system,  or  weaken  the  hands  of  those 
who  have  united  to  free  their  country  from  its  pollution  and  its  guilt. 

In  the  same  spirit  have  the  Colonists  hailed  and  heralded  the  im- 
postures of  such  writers  as  Barclay,  who,  in  his  letter  to  Sir  George 
Murray,  published  last  year,  has  not  scrupled  to  affirm,  "  that  the  Co- 
lonists are  not  unfriendly  to  the  religious  instruction  of  the  slaves;  but 
on  the  contrary,  are  anxious  to  promote  it:  but  that  they  are  naturally 
suspicious  of  teachers  sent  by  societies,  which  scarcely  disguise  their 
enmity."  In  commenting  on  this  statement,  the  Jamaica  Watchman, 
(in  his  paper  of  28th  April,  1830,)  observes,  that  it  appears  "  by  a  Re- 
port of  the  Jamaica  Auxiliary  Church  Missionary  Society,  that  the  un- 
friendly disposition  evinced  to  the  members  of  the  established  church 
is  just  as  great  as  towards  the  Sectarians.  Speaking  of  Coley  Estate, 
the  property  of  Sir  G.  H.  Rose,  and  others,  situated  in  St.  Thomas  in 
the  East,  this  Report  says,  '  Of  this  station  the  Committee  regret  their 
inability  to  speak  favourably.  Mr.  J.  Wood,  the  catechist  and  school- 
master reports  that  of  256  slaves,  the  number  in  attendance  amounts 
to  seventeen.  These,  with  the  addition  of  three  children  make  a  total 
of  but  twenty.  On  the  Sabbath  twelve  adults  and  twelve  children  re- 
ceive instruction.  Mr.  Wood  further  reports,  that  he  has  not  received 
the  manager's  permission  to  catechise  (even  to  catechise)  on  any  pro- 
perty except  that  on  which  he  resides. — Should  Mr.  Barclay  require 
further  proof  of  the  utter  falsehood  of  his  assertion,  the  Rev.  S.  H. 
Cooke,  Rector  of  St.  Thomas' in  the  East,  will  be  able  to  inform  him 
whether  any,  and  what  proprietors  of  estates  in  a  neighbouring  parish," 
^St.  David's)  "  positively  refused  to  allow  the  negroes  to  be  instructed, 
and  drove  the  catechists  off  the  properties." — See  also  No.  .36.  p.  168. 
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But  still  more  direct  and  unequivocal,  in  contradiction  of  Mr.  Bar- 
clay's  position,  is  the  language  of  one  of  his  own  partizans,  who,  in 
the  Jamaica  Courant  of  the  '2d  of  July  last,  thus  expresses  himself, 
forgetting,  for  a  moment,  that  what  he  wrote  might,  perchance,  meet 
other  eves  than  those  of  colonists. — "If  any  gentleman  wishes  to  con- 
vert the  heathen,  or  to  teach  them  to  read  and  write,  let  him  tirst  free 
them  out  of  his  own  pocket,  and  then  he  may  make  a  kirk  and  a  mill 
of  them.  But  for  a  Receiver,  Attorney,  or  Overseer,  to  educate  the 
slaves,  under  their  management,  before  the  proprietor  is  remunerated, 
is  downright  robbery  or  madness." 

The  misrepresentations,  however,  of  the  Courant,  or  of  such  a  man 
as  Barclay,  we  can  tolerate  much  more  easily,  for  they  are  in  due  keep- 
ing, than  we  can  the  manner  in  which  certain  colonial  clergvmen  so 
speak  and  write  as  to  hide  from  view  the  abominations  of  the  slave  sys- 
tem ;  and  who,  at  the  very  moment  they  are  preferring  claims  on  our  li- 
berality in  order  to  promote  the  spiritual  interests  of  the  poor  perishing 
slaves  committed  to  their  charge,  conceal  the  fact,  that  the  persons  for 
whom  they  plead  are  deprived,  by  the  iniquity  of  the  laws  and  the 
cupidity  of  the  planters,  of  all  the  benefits  of  a  Christian  sabbath. 
No  one  knows  better,  for  example,  than  the  late  Rector  and  late  Curate 
of  St.  Thomas  in  the  East  that  the  slaves  have  no  sabbath.  Yet  we  have 
heard  from  them  of  no  remonstrances  addressed  to  their  own  parish- 
ioners, who  wickedly  withhold  the  Sunday  from  their  slaves  ;  nor  of  any 
call  upon  the  British  public  to  exert  themselves  to  obtain  it  for  them. 
The  latter  of  these  gentlemen  scruples  not  to  pour  into  the  tars  of  all 
who  will  listen  to  him,  his  tales  of  negro  comfort  and  enjoyment,  obvi- 
ously mistaking  that  familiarity  with  the  evils  of  slavery  which  serves  to 
blunt  the  sense  of  them  for  their  absence  or  abatement.  It  is  easy  to 
say  that  the  slaves  have  all  the  external  marks  of  comfort,  are  sleek, 
plump,  and  fat,  and  free  from  care.  So  doubdess  might  it  have  been 
said  of  Henry  Williams,  mentioned  in  our  last  number,  (p.  356,)  the 
day  before  his  attorney  sent  him  to  Rodney  Hall  workhouse  to  be 
flayed  alive  with  the  cartwhip,  because  he  would  not  cease  to  attend  the 
worship  of  God  ; — or  of  Kitty  Hilton,  before  Mr.  Bridges  had  caused 
her  to  be  lacerated  with  bamboo  rods  ; — or  of  Eleanor  Mead,  the  mother 
of  nine  children,  before  Mrs.  Earnshaw  inflicted  upon  her,  by  the  hands 
of  the  driver,  and  with  the  aid  of  one  of  her  own  daughters,  fifty  lashes 
of  the  cartwhip,  and  then  sent  her  to  the  workhouse  to  be  again  flogged  ; 
(  No.  64,  p.  34.5  ;) — or  of  Sam  Swiney,  (ib.  p.  341,)  who,  for  uttering  a 
prayer  to  God,  was  sentenced  by  Mr.  Finlayson,  the  Speaker  of  the 
Jamaica  Assembly,  to  have  his  flesh  cut  with  the  lash,  and  then  to  be 
worked  in  chains  fastened  to  a  felon  convict. — But  we  need  not  travel 
out  of  the  parish  with  which  he  is  best  acquainted,  for  the  disproof  of 
those  fallacious  representations.  How  does  he  account  for  it,  that  with 
all  the  laudable  zeal  manifested  by  Sir  George  Rose  for  the  religious  in- 
struction of  his  slaves,  he  should  have  been  unable  to  effect  his  purpose, 
or  even  to  screen  the  Christian  part  of  them  from  persecution,  on  ac- 
count of  their  religion,  at  the  hands  of  the  very  managers  of  his  proper- 
ty? Nay,  how  does  he  account  for  it,  consistently  with  his  glowing 
picture  of  negro  felicity  in  St.  Thomas  in  the  East,  that  even  on  Golden 
Grove,  the  crack  estate  of  the  Parish,  selected  bv  the  Bishop  of  Jamaica 


Fallacious  Representations  of  Negro  Comfort  by  Clergymen.     385 

and  his  clergy,  as  a  model  of  humaoe  and  lenient  management;  (He- 
porter,  No.  13,  p.  191)  the  slaves  should  decrease?     No  one,  however, 
can  read  the  Bishop's  report  of  that  plantation  without  seeing  at  once 
the  cause  of  such  decrease,  in  the  unintermitted  continuity  of  the  toil 
there  exacted  from  old  and  young,  from  male  and  female,  and  even 
from  children.     Let  any  one  read  the  picture  drawn  by  the  overseer  of 
this  estate — a  man  whom  familiarity  had  rendered,  like  the  clergyman 
in  question,  unconscious  of  its  deformity.     He  does  not  seem,  in  the 
least,  to  be  aware  that  the  details  he  has  given,  will  produce  a  different 
impression  on  the  minds  of  Englishmen  from  that  which  they  have  pro- 
duced on  his  own  mind,  habituated,  as  it  has  been,  to  the  hourly  sight 
of  a  state  of  things  which  absolutely  levels  his  fellow-men  with  the  beasts 
of  the  stall.     But  why  did  not  the  Bishop  or  this  clergyman  ascertain 
the  progress  of  population  on  Golden  Grove,  before  they  suffered  them- 
selves to  be  deluded  by  such  statements?   In  March,  1820,  the  number 
of  its  slaves  was  717.  In  March,  1826,  that  number  was  reduced  to  660, 
being  a  decrease  of  57  in  six   years,  or  about  1 *  per  cent,  per  annum  ; 
while  the  Maroons,  in  their  vicinity,  have  been  increasing  during  the 
same  period  at  the  rate  of  2  per  cent,  per  annum.     And   this  is  the  de- 
cisive result  of  the  system  which  Bishops  and  clergymen  delight  to  eulo- 
gize !     We  doubt  not  indeed  that  the  treatment  is  so  much  better  on 
Golden  Grove  than  on  most  other  estates,  as  to  appear  to  be  in  itself  ex- 
cellent, when  it  is  only  good  by  contrast  with  the  general  administration 
on  the  adjoining  properties.  It  can  only  be  owing  to  the  lowness  of  the 
standard,  by  which,  on  looking  abroad  over  the  whole  surface  of  society, 
men  are  habituated  to  measure  human  comfort,  that  any  one  could  ever 
have  exhibited  Golden  Grove  as  a  proof  of  the  humanity  of  the  slave 
system.     If  this  be  its  humanity,  then  are  its  tender  mercies    at  the 
best  cruel.     Tried  by  a  comparison  with  the  sugar  estates  of  St.  Tho- 
mas in  the  East  generally,  we  have  little  doubt  that   we  should  recog- 
nise  a  superiority  of  treatment  on  Golden  Grove.     But  as  on  the  whole 
population  of  that  parish,  including  the  negroes  employed  as  domestics 
and  mechanics,  and  in  the  culture  of  provisions,  the  rearing  of  cattle, 
and  other  lighter  and  less  deathful  employments,  among  whom  there 
probably  is  an  increase,  the  regular  decrease  from  1820  to  1826  has 
been   1    per  cent,   per  annum,   we  may  assume  the  larger   decrease 
on  Golden   Grove  to  be  below  the  average  of  sugar  estates — a  fact 
wholly  at  war  with  the  flattering  statements  of  this  clergyman.     And 
here  let  us  remind  him,  and  all  his  clerical  brethren   who  adopt   the 
same  tone,  of  the  responsibility  they  incur  by  such  hasty  and  ill-consi- 
dered representations.     For   however  innocent  may  be   their  motives, 
and  we  do   not  impugn  them,  yet  they  must  see  that  they  have  been 
led  into  fatal  errors  on   the   subject.     It  becomes  them,  therefore,  to 
pause,  and  to  reconsider  the  whole  facts  and  bearings  of  the  subject,  be- 
fore they  venture  again  to  use  language,  which,  if  incorrect,  as  we  have 
shown  it  to  be,  is  calculated  most  deeply  to  injure  the  professed  objects 
of  their  benevolence,  and  to  impede  instead  of  promoting  the  diffusion 
of  Christianity  among  them. 

HI. — Protector  of  Slaves  in  Demerara. 

In  our  2nd  Volume,  No.  43,  (p.  352,)  we  adverted  to  the  wages  fixed 
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by  the  Protector  of  Slaves  in  Demerara,  for  the  labour  of  slaves  in  picking 
cortee  during  the  Sunday,  namely,  8£d.  for  each  basket  of  ten  pounds, 
six  such  baskets  being  stated  as  an  average  day's  labour.  We  then 
remonstrated  against  this  regulation,  shewing,  by  the  most  unquestion- 
able testimony,  that  this  was  double  the  task  which  ought  to  be  required 
of  any  individual,  and  that  therefore,  the  Protector  was  guilty  of  an 
act  of  injustice  and  oppression  in  fixing  the  Sunday's  wages  on  such 
a  scale;  it  being  obvious,  that  if  the  slave  could  easily  pick  six 
baskets  of  cortee  a  day,  the  wages  assigned  him  would  enable  him  to 
earn  4s.  3d.  during  the  day  ;  whereas,  if  the  fact  was  that  he  could  pick. 
only  three  baskets  by  his  utmost  exertions,  then,  at  the  rate  fixed  by 
the  Protector,  he  could  earn  at  most  only  '2s.  l^d.  per  day. — In  conse- 
quence probably  of  these  remarks,  a  motion  was  made  in  the  House  of 
Commons  on  the  '3rd  of  June,  1829,  calling  for  the  information  on  which 
the  Protector  "  had  proceeded  in  assigning,  as  a  proper  and  moderate 
task,  for  a  slave  hired  to  labour  on  the  Sunday  in  picking  coffee,  sixty 
pounds  weight." 

The  return  to  this  motion  appears  in  a  paper  printed  by  order  of  the 
House  on  the  1st  of  July,  1830,  numbered  583,  and  we  must  confess  that 
it  has  struck  us  with  some  surprise.  Sir  B.  D' Urban  refers  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  to  the  Protector's  clear  and  full  explanation  of  the  subject, 
which  leaves  him,  he  says,  nothing  to  add  but  that  it  is  evident,  "  that 
the  Protector  never  did  assign  sixty  pounds  weight  of  coffee  as  a  task 
for  the  labour  of  a  hired  slate  on  a  Sunday."' 

The  Protector,  in  the  letter  which  has  proved  so  satisfactory  to  Sir  B. 
D'Urban,  reiterates  this  denial,  adding  that  the  only  part  of  his  corres- 
pondence which  implies  such  a  declaration,  is  a  letter  to  the  Governor's 
Secretary  of  31st  July,  1827  ;  in  which  he  had  stated,  that  slaves  "  if 
industrious,  may  earn  4s.  4d.  a  day,  being  the  lowest  rate  at  which  a 
dollar  can  be  valued." 

In  the  face  of  these  peremptory  denials,  we  beg  the  reader  of  them 
to  turn  to  "  Papers  presented  to  Parliament  by  His  Majesty's  com- 
mand," "  in  continuation  of  the  papers  presented  in  the  year  1827," 
and  there,  under  the  head  Demerara,  and  at  the  145th  and  146th  pages 
he  will  find  the  following  insertion  verbatim  et  literatim. 

"  Rate  of  wages  Jixed  by  the  Protector  for  the  labour  of  slaves  in 
the  picking  of  coffee  or  cotton  during  the  time  allowed  them  by  law* 
In  obedience  to  the  9th  clause  of  the  Ordinance  for  the  amelioration  of 
the  condition  of  slaves  in  this  colony. 

"  Coffee. — Two  bits  or  eight  pence  halfpenny  sterling  for  every 
basket  often  pounds." 

"  Cotton. — One  bit  or  four  pence  farthing  sterling  for  every  basket 
often  pounds." 

"  N.  B.  Six  baskets  of  coffee  is  the  average  labour  per  diem. 

i  Signed)  A.  W.  Young,  Protector  of  slaves." 

This  notice  was  transmitted  by  the  Protector  to  Sir  B.  D'Urban,  as 
part  of  his  half-yearly  Report  of  the  1st  of  May,  1827. 

Both  Sir  Benjamin  and  the  Protector  must  have  wholly  overlooked 
tins  document,  when  they  so  strongly  and  positively  denied  the  ever 
baving  assigned  the  picking  of  sixty  pounds'  weight  of  coffee  as  a  rea- 

•  Meaning  Sunday,  the  only  day  on  which,  there,  any  time  is  allowed  them  by  law. 
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sonable  task  for  a  hired  slave  on  a  Sunday.  Do  not  the  words  then 
convey  the  clear  opinion  of  the  Protector,  that  to  pick  60  lbs.  of 
coffee  was  only  a  reasonable,  an  average,  task  for  a  slave  for  the  day? 
It  has  been  proved,  however,  that  the  fair  average  task  does  not  ex- 
ceed half  of  that  quantity.  Now,  supposing  a  master  were  to  punish 
his  slave  for  failing  to  bring  him  60  lbs.  of  coffee  each  day  during  the 
week,  and  the  slave  were  to  complain  to  the  Protector  of  the  severity 
of  the  exaction,  and  the  impossibility  of  a  compliance  with  it,  and  that 
therefore  he  had  been  punished  unjustly,  would  not  the  master  be  able 
to  defend  himself  by  a  reference  to  the  Protector's  own  authority — 
"  You  have  proclaimed  your  opinion,  that  to  pick  60  lbs.  of  coffee  is  an 
average  daily  task  for  a  slave  hired  to  do  Sunday  labour.  If  this  be 
a  fair  task  for  Sunday,  is  it  not  also  a  fair  task  for  Monday  and  for 
all  the  days  of  the  week?" 

Again,  the  Protector  seems  to  admit  that  the  slave  ought  to  have  a 
rate  of  wages  for  Sunday  labour,  which  would  allow  of  his  earning  4s.  Ad. 
a  day.  He  has  contrived,  however,  by  the  construction  of  his  notice, 
that  he  shall  not  be  able  to  earn  more  than  2s.  2d. 

The  Protector's  excuse  for  his  conduct,  is,  that  the  opinion  he  gave  that 
a  slave  might  earn  4s.  Ad.  a  day,  proceeded  on  the  supposition  of  his 
being  "  impelled  to  be  industrious  by  the  prospect  of  gain,"*  and  not 
with  a  view  of  "  assigning  a  proper  and  moderate  task  to  the  slave,  such 
a  task  as  he  could  with  ordinary  labour  perform,  but  such  as  he  may  do 
with  extraordinary  inducement,  without  which  he  does  not  perform  it." 
This  however  is  a  very  bad  reason  for  having  stated  the  average  labour 
of  a  day  to  be  double  that  which  is  admitted  on  all  hands  to  be  the  fair 
ordinary  rate.  As  for  saying  he  did  not  "  assign"  the  extent  of  la- 
bour to  be  performed,  it  is  a  mere  quibble.  He  assigned  the  proportion 
which  the  extent  of  labour  ought  to  bear  to  the  pay,  and  that  pro- 
portion was  unjust  and  oppressive. 

"  If  it  had  been  required,"  says  the  Protector,  "  to  fix  the  rate  of  wages 
■which  slaves  shall  receive  when  working  for  individuals  other  than  their 
owners,  the  case  would  have  assumed  a  different  bearing,  and  most  probably 
the  highest  rate  usually  given  in  the  colony  would  have  been  fixed  as  the 
minimum,  in  order  to  give  them  the  benefit  of  any  more  advantageous  bargain 
which  they  might  make.  The  rate  of  wages  which  the  Protector  had  to  fix, 
affected,  however,  a  class  of  persons  standing  in  a  more  intimate  relation  to  the 
slave,  it  must  be  allowed,  than  mere  strangers,  from  whom  was  to  be  derived, 
as  the  only  advantage,  the  simple  amount  of  hire  previously  agreed  on.  I  con- 
sulted with  some  of  the  leading  men  in  the  colony  connected  with  coffee  pro- 
perty, both  as  proprietors  and  attorneys,  and  generally  with  all  within  my 
reach  who  could  afford  information  on  the  subject."  "  On  these  opinions  and 
my  own  observations  I  regulated  the  lowest  rate  of  wages." 

The  reasons  given  by  the  Protector,  for  his  conduct,  have  proved  as 
unsatisfactory  to  his  Majesty's  Government  as  to  us.  Sir  George 
Murray,  in  a  letter  to  Sir  B.  D'Urban,  of  the  2d  Nov.  1829,  thus 
animadverts  upon  them  in  a  way  certainly  most  highly  honourable  both 
to  his  judgment  and  his  feelings. 

"The  considerations  which  Colonel  Young  adduces  a."  elements  of  his  calcu- 
lation, the  food,  clothiDg,  &c.  which  the  slaves  receive,  and  their  interest  in 
their  owners'  prosperity,  are  matters  wholly  extraneous  to  the  duty  which  the 

*  So  the  Protector  has  discovered  that  adequate  wages  will  "  impel"  a  slave 
to  perform  twice  the  labour  which  a  master  could  reasonably  hope  to  extract  by 
the  whip.     What  will  Major  Moody  say  to  this? 
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Pi  ill  i  tor  had  to  perform.  The  rate  of  the  wages  of  labour  at  any  given  tune, 
is  tilt-  sum  lor  which  labour  can  be  had  at  that  time,  from  persons  who  are 
"i  a  condition  to  mike  an  independent  contract.  The  Protector's  duty  was 
to  make  known  from  time  to  time  what  that  sum  was.  There  could  be  uo 
justification  for  making  deductions  from  that  sum  on  the  ground  of  food  and 
clothing,  or  the  still  more  vague  assumption  of  a  common  interest.  The  prin- 
ciple  which  His  Majesty's  Government  have  laid  down,  and  on  which  the 
ordinance  in  question  was  founded,  is,  that  the  Sunday  shall  be  wholly  clear 
from  the  demands  of  the  master.  The  Protector  has  anexed  to  his  communi- 
cation various  opinions  which  he  obtained  from  the  '  leading  men  in  the 
colony  connected  with  colfee  property,  both  as  proprietors  and  attorneys.'  The 
i  ill. u mus  \iews  which  he  has  adopted  are  to  be  found  in  their  letters.  This 
can  be  matter  of  no  surprise.  Those  gentlemen  were  the  natural  advocates 
of  their  own  interests,  and  the  trust  of  protecting  the  interests  opposite  to 
tluir  own  was  not  committed  to  them  ;  but  that  consideration  should  have 
made  the  Protector  a  little  more  cautious  in  adopting  or  drawing  inferences 
'ram  opinions  of  theirs.  You  will  be  pleased  to  communicate  a  copy  of  this 
despatch  to  the  Protector  ;  who  should  understand  that  errors  of  such  a  nature 
as  those  on  which  I  have  been  commenting,  would,  if  repeated,  abate  that  full 
confidence  which  it  is  necessary  that  His  Majesty's  Government  should  repose 
in  any  officer  to  whom  they  would  feel  themselves  justified  in  intrusting  the 
administration  of  the  law  for  meliorating  the  condition  of  the  slaves  in 
Demerara." 

If  the  reader  will  connect,  with  the  above  details,  our  former  obser- 
vations on  the  spirit  in  which  the  protectorate  of  Demerara  had  been 
conducted,  (see  No.  43.  p.  355 — 358,  No.  54.  p.  142 — 145,  and  No.  64. 
]).  324.)  he  will  be  prepared  to  concur  with  us  in  thinking  that  a  Pro- 
tector, imbued  with  colonial  feelings,  and  prejudices,  affords  but  a 
mockery  of  protection,  nay  is,  perhaps,  worse  for  the  slave  than  having 
hi  official  Protector  at  all.  In  the  present  case,  even  a  planter  gives 
it  as  his  clear  opinion  that  a  guilder,  that  is  17*7  sterling,  is  the 
lowest  pay  he  had  ever  known  given,  or  that  ought  to  be  given,  for 
picking  a  basket  of  coffee,  (p.  8).  The  Protector,  however,  instead  of 
following  this  good  counsel,  actually  cuts  down  the  remuneration  of  the 
slave  to  one  half  of  even  this  planter's  recommendation,  and  makes  the 
pay  for  a  basket  only  S^d. 

III. — Barbadian'   Estimate  of  the  State  of  the  Anti- 
Si.  \\  ERY    t '  \  USE. 

In  the  Barbadian  of  the  13th  July,  1830,  we  find  the  following  sage 
editorial  remark : — 

'•  The  ^ession  of  Parliament  has  probably  by  this  time  terminated.  If  no- 
thing has  been  done  for  the  relief  of  West  India  interests,  we  have  at  least  rea- 
son to  be  thankful  that  no  fresh  blow  has  been  aimed  at  it.  Mr.  Otway  Cave's 
ridiculous  attempt  to  rob  the  West  Indians  of  their  property,  has  been  strangled 
in  its  very  birth.  In  fact,  the  subject  has  become  perfectly  disgusting,  we  have 
reason  to  believe,  to  most  people  in  England,  and  we  trust  that  the  late  exer- 
tion made  by  Mr.  Wilberforce  and  his  friends,  at  Freemason's  Tavern,  was  the 
last  expiring  effect  of  an  exhausted  faction." 

Did  we  not  say  with  truth,  however  Mr.  K.  Douglas  may  object,  that 
the  West  Indians  are  labouring  under  infatuation  ? 

H   — Meeting  of   Parliament. 
liii    Meeting  of  Parliament  is  fixed  for  the  '26th  of  October  next. 
The  friends  of  the  Anti-Slavery .  Cause,  we  trust,  will   be  on   the  alert 
with  their  petitions  for  the  early  and  utter  extinction  of  Slavery. 

Lomtoii  :-Bag*er  and  Thorns,  Printers,  14,  Bartholomew  Close. 


